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A reconstruction method for anisotropic universes in unimodular F (R)-gravity
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An extension of unimodular Einsteinian gravity in the context of F (R) gravities is used

to construct a class of anisotropic evolution scenarios. In unimodular GR the determinant

of the metric is constrained to be a fixed number or a function. However, the metric of

a generic anisotropic universe is not compatible with the unimodular constraint, so that a

redefinition of the metric, to properly take into account the constraint, need be performed.

The unimodular constraint is imposed on F (R) gravity in the Jordan frame by means of

a Lagrangian multiplier, to get the equations of motion. The resulting equations can be

viewed as a reconstruction method, which allows to determine what function of the Ricci

scalar can realize the desired evolution. For the sake of clarity, some characteristic examples

are invoked to show how this reconstruction method works explicitly. The de Sitter spacetime

here considered, in the context of unimodular F (R) gravity, is suitable to describe both the

early- and late-time epochs of the universe history.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Standard Cosmological Model (SCM) provides nowadays a consistent picture of the Uni-

verse, at least of its evolution after the inflationary era. It relies on the adoption of General

Relativity (GR) as the working theory of gravity, on the Standard Model of (Elementary) Particles

(SMP) as the theory that describes the (ordinary) matter content of the universe, and on the

cosmological principle, which assumes that (in good accordance with astronomical observations)

the Universe is homogeneous and isotropic at cosmic scales. All these assumption are supported

by many valuable, independent observations: the spectrum of the cosmic microwave background

radiation (CMB), the Big Bang primordial nucleosynthesis (with the specific amounts of primordial

elements produced), and the observed large-scale structure (LSS) of the Universe; all together, they

provide a quite strong confirmation of the Standard Cosmological Model. However, the observation

of the accelerated expansion of the late-time Universe, the necessity to explain the rotation curves
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of galaxies and some very precise observation of the LSS have led to the necessity of introducing,

in addition, two exotic components in the picture, namely dark energy and dark matter.

Moreover, the need for an inflationary epoch, which has to be necesarilly invoked in order to

solve a number of crucial problems of the original Big Bang model, has led to the introduction of

a new scalar field (on top of the Higgs boson of the SMP), called the inflaton.

In short, the SCM outstanding capacity for explaining the more and more accurate astronomical

observations does heavily rely on two unknown (dark) components of the energy budget of the

universe and on a (somehow misterious) early phase of extremely fast accelerated expansion. Thus,

the current cosmological scenario has to deal with basic questions concerning the nature of dark

matter and dark energy, and the lack of a natural and universal mechanism for inflation.

One possibility to approach some (or perhaps even all) of these issues is to introduce modifi-

cations in the gravitational sector of the theory and to see if one can reliably reproduce the same

observed dynamics without the need for any exotic matter/energy component. Modified gravity

approaches are indeed quite attractive in order to explain both the dark energy issue and the infla-

tionary paradigm (see, e.g. [1–7]), since the early-time and the late-time accelerating expansions

can in fact be described, mathematically, in a very similar way, and one can thus expect that the

same physical theory underlies both stages [2]. Modified theories of gravity have indeed shown a

powerful ability to deal with the fundamental questions of modern theoretical cosmology mentioned

above (see, e.g. [3]).

In the SCM, dark energy appears under the form of the cosmological constant (cc), a funda-

mental constant of nature introduced by Einstein in 1917, when he used, for the first time, his field

equations (obtained two years before) as a tool to describe the universe. As is well known, he used

the repulsive effect of the cc in order to obtain a solution depicting a static universe, which was

the prevailing conception of the cosmos at that time. This is now paraphrased by some saying that

Einstein actually had a visionary insight, also concerning this issue: he introduced a dark energy

component for the first time ever (although he did it for an absolutely wrong reason!). The cc,

which Einstein himself wrote had “an still unknown nature” can now be traded for the contribution

of the vacuum energy fluctuations of all fields pervading the universe, in the context of quantum

field theory (QFT). At first sight, things seem to perfectly match, at least conceptually. How-

ever, the well-known (and awful) problem is that the order of magnitude obtained for the vacuum

fluctuations is some 60 to 120 orders of magnitude (depending on the regularization procedure)

higher than the observed value of the cosmological constant, which corresponds to the measured

acceleration of the universe expansion.
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In GR, same as Einstein did already, the cosmological constant is being added by hand into the

Einstein-Hilber action; there is no mechanism to dynamically induce it. From among the plethora

of modifications of Einstein’s theory, unimodular Einsteinian gravity can be viewed as a useful

and quite simple theoretical proposal to explain the presence of such cosmological constant in a

geometric way [8–30]. However, this theory cannot provide a fully satisfactory solution to the

problem, as discussed, e.g., in [31].

In the present paper, we are interested in extending the theory to a covariant formulation of

unimodular F (R) gravity, which has richer dynamics, could solve the problem of the cosmological

constant, and has the ability to successfully describe both inflationary and bouncing cosmologies

[32]. On top of that, it can also recover the standard Newton law [33] with a similar modification

of the usual F (R) gravity, except for an extra term, which can be used to discriminate between

unimodular F (R) gravity and the standard F (R) theory, thus rendering the theory falsifiable. We

shall consider the same assumption of unimodular Einsteinian gravity, namely the constrained

determinant of the metric, and extend the Jordan frame of the F (R) formalism, in order to take

properly into account this constraint. While unimodular F (R) gravity has been applied to the

Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) geometry [34], few works exist up to now dealing

with anisotropic universes.

Our aim here is to use this formalism in order to describe the features that the unimodular

constraint induces on the anisotropic universes corresponding to F (R) gravity. We will show that

the standard metric of a generic anisotropic space-time is not compatible with the unimodular

constraint and will be thus compelled to properly fix the metric. Then, we shall derive the corre-

sponding equations of motion, taking always into account the unimodular constraint by means of

the use of a Langrange multiplier. We shall finally develop a new reconstruction method (for some

related reconstruction methods, see [35–39]), which has the very interesting feature of being able

to realize any given evolution, with a specific Hubble rate, so to explicitly derive the unimodular

F (R) model that yields the given cosmological evolution.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we discuss the general implications of the uni-

modular constraint on anisotropic universes and develop a reconstruction method for F (R) gravity.

In Section III the reconstruction method is applied to anisotropic metrics with two expansion fac-

tors, and it is shown there how to derive the F (R) model that yields the desired cosmological

evolution. Finally, our conclusions are presented in Section IV, the last of the paper.
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II. ANISOTROPIC UNIVERSES IN UNIMODULAR F (R)-GRAVITY

In this section we shall provide a generalization of the unimodular F (R) formalism of Ref.

[34] and of its corresponding reconstruction method and adapt it to the description of anisotropic

universes. As in standard Einstein-Hilbert unimodular gravity, in unimodular F (R) gravity we

will need to fix the determinant of the metric tensor. Throughout the paper, we shall assume the

following value for the determinant

√
−g = 1. (1)

We also assume that the metric describes an homogeneous and anisotropic universe,

ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2
3
∑

i=1

e2βi(t)
(

dxi
)2

. (2)

Moreover, we impose the following conditions:

∑3
i=1 β̇i (t) = 0,

∑3
i=1 βi (t) = 0, (3)

what can be done without any loss of generality.

The unimodular constraint (1) is not satisfied by the metric (2). Thus, the metric needs to be

redefined in a way so that the unimodular metric can be satisfied. We redefine the cosmic time as

dτ = a(t)3dt; (4)

accordingly, the metric (2) can be rewritten as

ds2 = −a(t(τ))−6dτ2 + a(t(τ))2
3
∑

i=1

e2βi(t(τ))
(

dxi
)2

, (5)

and it can be easily checked that, for the metric (5), the unimodular constraint (1) is satisfied.

The unimodular F (R)-gravity action in the Jordan frame reads

S =

∫

d4x
{√

−g (F (R)− λ) + λ
}

+ Smatter , (6)

where F (R) is a suitable differential function of the Ricci scalar curvature R, and λ a Lagrange

multiplier function; when the action is varied with respect to it, the variation yields the unimodular

constraint (1). Varying the action with respect to the metric, we obtain the following equation of

motion:

GF
µν =

1

2
gµν (F (R)− λ)−RµνFR +∇µ∇νFR − gµν∇2FR, (7)
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where FR = dF (R)
dR .

For the unimodular metric (5), the connection is

Γt
tt = −3K, Γt

ij = a8e2βi

(

K + β̇i

)

δij , Γi
tj = Γi

jt =
(

K + β̇i

)

δij . (8)

where the dots indicate derivative with respect to τ , and K = 1
a
da
dτ is the Hubble scale factor for

the τ variable.

We define the Ricci tensor as

Rµν = −Γρ
µρ,ν + Γρ

µν,ρ − Γη
µρΓ

ρ
νη + Γη

µνΓ
ρ
ρη, (9)

and we find

Rtt = −3K̇ − 12K2 +
∑

i

(

β̇2
i

)2
,

Rij = a8e2βi

[

6k
(

K + β̇i

)

+ K̇ + β̈i

]

δij ,

R = a6

(

6K̇ + 30K2 +
∑

i

(

β̇2
i

)2
)

.

(10)

By taking into account Eq. (7), the (tt) and (ij) components of the equation of motion yield

0 =− 1

2
a−6 (F (R)− λ) +

(

3K̇ + 12K2 +
∑

i

(

β̇2
i

)2
)

FR − 3K
dFR

dτ
+

1

2
a−6ρ, (11)

0 =
1

2
a−6 (F (R)− λ)−

[

6K
(

K + β̇i

)

+ K̇ + β̈i

]

FR +
(

5K − β̇i

) dFR

dτ
+

d2FR

dτ2
+

1

2
a−6p, (12)

By adding Eqs.(12) with respect to i and using the conditions (3), one obtains

0 =
1

2
a−6 (F (R)− λ)−

(

6K2 + K̇
)

FR + 5K
dFR

dτ
+

d2FR

dτ2
+

1

2
a−6p, (13)

0 = (6Kβ̇i + β̈i)FR + β̇i
dFR

dτ
, (14)

where Eq. (14) is got by subtracting Eqs. (12) and (13).

It is possible to integrate Eq. (14) with respect to β̇i, with the result

β̇i =
Cia−6

FR
, (15)

where the Ci’s are constant.

Combining now Eqs. (11) and (13) and eliminating the β̇i’s by using (15), we get

0 =

(

2K̇ + 6K2 +
C2a−12

F 2
R

)

FR + 2K
dFR

dτ
+

d2FR

dτ2
+

1

2
a−6 (ρ+ p) , (16)
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where C2 =
∑

i(C
i)2.

At this point, if we provide the matter equation of state and the evolution of the scale factor

a = a(t), we can derive τ , K and K̇. Eq. (16) becomes then a differential equation for FR = FR (τ).

As the scalar curvature is given by

R(τ) = a(τ)6
(

6K̇ + 30K2 +
C2a−12

F 2
R

)

, (17)

if we delete τ by combining FR = FR(τ) and R = R(τ), then FR turns into a function of the

curvature scalar and can be integrated, to obtain F (R).

III. RECONSTRUCTION METHOD WITH TWO SCALE FACTORS

The following metric, with two scale factors

ds2 = −dt2 +A(t)2
[

(dx1)2 + (dx2)2
]

+B(t)(dx3)2 , (18)

can be cast in the form of the metric (2), as

ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2
{

A(t)2

a(t)2
[

(dx1)2 + (dx2)2
]

+
B(t)2

a(t)2
(dx3)2

}

=

= −dt2 + a(t)2
{

e2β1(t)
[

(dx1)2 + (dx2)2
]

+ e2β2(t)(dx3)2
}

, (19)

where

β1(t) = log

(

A(t)

a(t)

)

, β2(t) = log

(

B(t)

a(t)

)

. (20)

To impose the conditions (3), one needs to define a(t) in a proper way. We start from the second

condition of (3)

0 =β1(t) + β2(t) + β3(t) = 2 log

(

A(t)

a(t)

)

+ log

(

B(t)

a(t)

)

= log

(

A(t)2B(t)

a(t)3

)

=⇒ A(t)2B(t)

a(t)3
= 1 =⇒ A(t)2B(t) = a(t)3 , (21)

while the first one becomes

β̇1(t) =
d

dt
log

(

A(t)

a(t)

)

=
Ȧ

A
− ȧ

a
, β̇2(t) =

d

dt
log

(

B(t)

a(t)

)

=
Ḃ

A
− ȧ

a
(22)

0 = β̇1(t) + β̇2(t) + β̇3(t) = 2
Ȧ

A
+

Ḃ

A
− 3

ȧ

a
=⇒ 2

Ȧ

A
+

Ḃ

A
= +3

ȧ

a
, (23)

which is now consistent with both conditions (21). In this way, with the scale factor a(t) and the

β′s defined in Eq. (21).
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A. Anisotropic de Sitter Solution

The metric of an anisotropic de Sitter solution is

ds2 = −dt2 + e2H1t
[

(dx1)2 + (dx2)2
]

+ e2H2t(dx3)2 , (24)

where H1 and H2 are constant. We can compute the scale factor a(t), as follows

a(t) =
(

A(t)2B(t)
)1/3

= e
2H1+H2

3
t , (25)

while the β′s are defined as

β1 = log

(

A(t)

a(t)

)

=

(

H1 −H2

3

)

t, β2 = log

(

B(t)

a(t)

)

=

(

2H2 − 2H1

3

)

t. (26)

The cosmic time τ is redefined as in Eq. (4), namely

dτ = a(t)3dt =⇒ dτ = e(2H1+H2)tdt =⇒ τ =
1

2H1 +H2
e(2H1+H2)t. (27)

This relation can be inverted, to obtain t = t(τ), as

t =
1

2H1 +H2
log [(2H1 +H2) τ ] , (28)

The scale factor a(t) can be written as a function of τ , namely

a(t(τ)) = (3H0τ)
1
3 , (29)

and so can the β′s, too, with the result

β1 =
H1 −H2

9H0
log (3H0τ), β2 =

2 (H2 −H1)

9H0
log (3H0τ), (30)

where 3H0 = 2H1 +H2.

The sum of the squared velocities that appear in (11) can be computed as

β̇2
1 + β̇2

2 + β̇2
3 =

2

27

(

H1 −H2

H0

)2 1

τ2
. (31)

In a quasi-anisotropic approach, we can consider H1 ∼ H2 and the sum of the β’s squared almost

vanish, so that this can properly be considered as a perturbative term. Eq. (16) can be written as

2

3τ

dFR

dτ
+

d2FR

dτ2
= − C2

81H4
0τ

4FR
. (32)

The leading behaviour is obtained when the r.h.s. of (32) vanishes. One finds

FR(τ) = F1 + F2τ
1/3, (33)
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where F1 and F2 are constants, to be determined by the initial conditions. When F2 = 0 from the

initial conditions, the solution of (32) including the leading correction is given by

FR(τ) = F1 −
C2τ−2

378H4
0F1

. (34)

On the other hand, when F2 6= 0, one finds

FR = F1 + F2τ
1/3 − C2τ−7/3

504H4
0F2

. (35)

Now, Eq. (17) tells us that

R ∼







12H0
2 + C2τ−2

9H2
0F

2
1

when F2 = 0

12H0
2 + C2τ−8/3

9H2
0F

2
2

when F2 6= 0
, (36)

and, consequently, we get

FR ∼



















F1
42

(

54− R
H0

2

)

when F2 = 0

F1 +
F2(68H2

0−R)

5631/3H2
0

(

F2
2H2

0(R−12H2
0)

C2

)1/8 when F2 6= 0 . (37)

By integrating FR with respect to R, one easily finds the form of F , to be

F (R) ∼



















F0 +
1
42F1

(

54R − R2

2H2
0

)

when F2 = 0

F0 + F1R−
C2(R−132H2

0)

(

F2
2H2

0(R−12H2
0)

C2

)7/8

105 4√3F2H4
0

when F2 6= 0

. (38)

Finally, using now Eq. (11), the unimodular Lagrange multiplier function reads

λ(τ) ∼



















− C4

6804F 3
1 H

6
0 τ

4 + 2C2

9F1H2
0 τ

2 +
138F1H2

0
7 when F2 = 0

−
C4
(

1

τ8/3

)15/8

8505F 3
2 H

6
0

+

C2



7F1+8F2





1

8
√

1

τ8/3

+ 3
√
τ









63F 2
2 H

2
0 τ

8/3 + 18F1H
2
0 when F2 6= 0

. (39)

B. Anisotropic Big-Rip Singularity

Assuming now the following metric

ds2 = −dt2 + (t− ts)
a0
[

(dx1)2 + (dx2)2
]

+ (t− ts)
b0
(

dx3
)2

, (40)

where a0, b0 are constant, we compute the corresponding scale factor a(t), as

a(t) =
[

A(t)2B(t)
]1/3

= (t− ts)
2a0+b0

3 . (41)
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Then, we can define the cosmic time τ as in Eq. (4), namely

dτ = a(t)3dt = (t− ts)
2a0+b0 dt =⇒ τ =

(t− ts)
2a0+b0+1

2a0 + b0 + 1
, (42)

and we can invert this relationship and express t = t(τ), as follows

t− ts = (f0τ)
1/f0 (43)

where f0 = 2a0 + b0 + 1.

We can now compute the β′s, as in Eq. (20)

β1(t) =
a0 − b0

3
log (t− ts), β2(t) =

2b0 − 2a0
3

log (t− ts) , (44)

which can be expressed as a function of τ ,

β1(τ) =
a0 − b0
3f0

log (f0τ), β2(τ) =
2b0 − 2a0

3f0
log (f0τ) . (45)

The sum of the β̇’s squared yields

3
∑

i=1

=
6 (a0 − b0)

2

9f4
0 τ

2
(46)

so that Eq. (16) in vacuum can be written as
(

− 2

f0τ2
+

6

f2
0 τ

2
+

6 (a0 − b0)
2

9f4
0 τ

2

)

FR (τ) +
2f0
τ

dFR (τ)

dτ
+

d2FR (τ)

dτ2
= 0 (47)

which can be solved, the solution being

FR (τ) = C+τ
α+ + C−τ

α− , α± =
1

2
− 1

f0
±
√

+24(a0 − b0)2 + 9f2
0 (f

2
0 + 4f0 − 1)

6f2
0

(48)

The Ricci scalar reads

R (τ) =
2
[

(a0 − b0)
2 − 9f2

0 (f0 − 5)
]

3f2
0

(f0τ)
6−2f0

f0 , (49)

which can be inverted, to find

τ (R) =
1

f0

[

3/2f2
0R

(a0 − b0)
2 − 9f2

0 (f0 − 5)

]

f0
6−2f0

=
1

f0

(

R

K

)

f0
6−2f0

, (50)

and we can rewrite the solutions (48) as

FR = C̃+

(

R

K

)

α+f0
6−2f0

+ C̃−

(

R

K

)

α
−

f0
6−2f0

. (51)

As a consequence, we get

F (R) =
C̃+

K

6− 2f0
6 + f0(α+ − 2)

(

R

K

)

6+f0(α+−2)

6−2f0

+
C̃−
K

6− 2f0
6 + f0(α+ − 2)

(

R

K

)

6+f0(α−
−2)

6−2f0

, (52)
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C. Power-Law Expansion Factor

Consider now the following metric

ds2 = −dt2 +

(

t

t0

)2a0
[

(dx1)2 + (dx2)2
]

+

(

t

t0

)2b0

(dx3)2 , (53)

where a0, b0 and t0 are constant. The scale factor can be computed as in Eq. (21)

a(t) =
[

A(t)2B(t)
]1/3

=

(

t

t0

)

2a0+b0
3

=

(

t

t0

)f0

, (54)

and the β’s as in Eq. (32), to get

β1 = β2 =

(

a0 − b0
3

)

log
t

t0
β3 =

(

2b0 − 2a0
3

)

log
t

t0
, (55)

The cosmic time τ can be defined as in Eq. (4), namely

dτ = a(t)3dt =

(

t

t0

)3f0

=⇒ τ =
t0

3f0 + 1

(

t

t0

)3f0+1

, (56)

which can be inverted, to get

t

t0
=

(

3f0 + 1

t0
τ

)
1

3f0+1

, (57)

a(τ) =

(

τ

τ0

)h0

, β1(τ) = β2(τ) =

(

a0 − b0
9f0 + 3

)

log

(

τ

τ0

)

, β3(τ) =

(

2b0 − 2a0
9f0 + 3

)

log

(

τ

τ0

)

,

(58)

where τ0 =
t0

3f0+1 and h0 =
f0

3f0+1 .

The sum of the derivative of the β’s with respect of the new cosmic time τ vanishes, as a

consequence of the conditions (3), but the sum of the velocities squared yields

3
∑

i=1

β̇2
i =

(a0 − b0)
2

9 (3f0 + 1)2
τ−2 (59)

and the Hubble factor can also be expressed as a function of τ , as

K =
da(τ)

dτ

1

a(τ)
=

h0
τ

. (60)

We can now compute Eq. (16) in vacuum, with the result

0 =

(

−2h0
τ2

+
6h20
τ2

+
(a0 − b0)

2

9 (3f0 + 1)2
1

τ2

)

FR +
2h0
τ

dFR

dτ
+

d2FR

dτ2
=
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(

2

3

a20 − 2a0b0 − 2a0 + b20 − b0
(2a0 + b0 + 1)2

)

FR

τ2
+

2

3τ

(

2a0 + b0
2a0 + b0 + 1

)

dFR

dτ
+

d2FR

dτ2
. (61)

Solving these equations, one gets the following function

FR(τ) = C+τ
α+ + C−τ

α− , α± =
2a0 + b0 + 3±

√

9− 36a20 + 50b0 + 21b20 + 40a0 + 24a0b0
6(2a0 + b0 + 1)

.

(62)

The Ricci scalar is, in general, a function of τ and can be evaluated, for a given metric, with

the help of Eq. (17), as

R(τ) =

(

τ

τ0

)6h0
(

6a20 − 4a0 + 2b20 − 2b0 + 4a0b0
(2a0 + b0 + 1)2τ2

)

, (63)

which can be inverted, too

τ(R) =

(

τh0
0

C0
R

)
1

6h0−2

, C0 =
6a20 − 4a0 + 2b20 − 2b0 + 4a0b0

(2a0 + b0 + 1)2
. (64)

The solution (62) can be expressed as a function of R, as

FR(R) = C+

(

τh0
0

C0
R

)

α+
6h0−2

+ C−

(

τh0
0

C0
R

)

α
−

6h0−2

, (65)

and integrated with respect to the curvature scalar, to yield

F (R) = C+
6h0 − 2

α+ + 6h0 − 2

(

τh0
0

C0
R

)

α+
6h0−2

+1

+ C−
6h0 − 2

α− + 6h0 − 2

(

τh0
0

C0
R

)

α
−

6h0−2
+1

. (66)

To finish, the Lagrange multiplier can be obtained by using Eq. (13)

λ(τ) =2

(

τ

τ0

)6h0
[

C+

(

h0 − 6h20 + 5h0α+ + α2
+ + α+

)

τα+−2 + C−
(

h0 − 6h20 + 5h0α− + α2
− + α−

)

τα−−2
]

+

+

[

C+

(

6h0 − 2

α+ + 6h0 − 2

)

τα++6h0−2 + C−

(

6h0 − 2

α− + 6h0 − 2

)

τα−+6h0−2

]

. (67)

IV. COMPARISON OF THE CORRECTIONS TO NEWTON’S LAW IN STANDARD

VS UNIMODULAR F (R) GRAVITIES AND AN EFFECTIVE EQUATION OF STATE

FOR THE LAST ONE

We shall here stress the potential value of using unimodular F (R)-gravity for defining a new

equation of state, first comparing the corrections it induces to Newton’s law with the corresponding

ones in standard F (R)-gravity.
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A. Correction to Newton’s law in standard F (R)-gravity

Standard F (R)-gravity exhibits different corrections to the Newton law with respect to the

unimodular one. We can estimate the impact of these corrections in the framework of scalar-tensor

F (R)-gravity. The action of a general F (R) theory in the Einstein frame is

SE =
1

k2

∫

d4x
√
−g

(

R− 3

2
gρσ∂ρφ∂σφ− V (φ)

)

, (68)

with A = R, φ = − ln (1 + f ′(A)) and V (φ) = A
F ′(A) −

F (A)
F ′(A)2 .

After the scale transformation gµν =⇒ eφgµν , a coupling of the scalar field φ with matter

appears. Its strength is of the same order of the gravitational coupling k; unless the mass of φ is

large, there large corrections to Newton’s law appear. The mass of the scalar field is given by

m2
φ =

1

2

{

A

F ′(A)
− 4F (A)

F ′(A)2
+

1

F ′′(A)

}

(69)

By taking in account the model (66), which can be rewritten in a simpler form, as

F (R) = A+R
ρ+ +A−R

ρ− , (70)

we can express the mass associated to the scalar field, as

m2
φ =

1

2
R2

{

A+(ρ+ − 4)Rρ+ +A−(ρ− − 4)Rρ−

(A+ρ+Rρ+ +A−ρ−Rρ−)2
+

1

A+ρ+(ρ+ − 1)Rρ+ +A−ρ−(ρ− − 1)Rρ−

}

.

(71)

For the sake of simplicity, we take ρ+ = ρ− = ρ and A+, A− > 0; thus we can rewrite Eq.(71) as

m2
φ =

1

2(A+ +A−)
R2−ρ

[

ρ− 4

ρ2
+

1

ρ(ρ− 1)

]

. (72)

For very small curvature, as in the Solar System case, the mass of the scalar field φ becomes

small, too, if ρ is in the range (1, 2). In the Solar System, A = R ∼ 10−61eV 2 and if ρ = 3
2 , we

obtain

m2
φ ∼ 10−

61
2 . (73)

Thus, the corrections to Newton’s law are too big and the model does not reproduce the correct

dynamics in the Solar System, in such situation.
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B. Corrections to Newton’s law in unimodular F (R)-gravity

On the contrary, we can prove that we can avoid this situation in the case of unimodular F (R)

gravity. For models in the framework of the unimodular F (R) theory we are actually able to

reproduce the observed dynamics of the Solar System, in the limit of low curvature.

Eq. (68), in the case of unimodular f(R)-gravity, can be changed as follows

SE =
1

k2

∫

d4x

{√
−g

[(

R− 3

2
gρσ∂ρφ∂σφ− V (φ)

)

− λe2φ
]

+ λ

}

+ Smatter

(

eφgµν ,Ψ
)

(74)

The unimodular constraint is now given by eφ
√−g = 1. And eliminating the scalar field, the action

(74) can be rewritten as

SE =
1

k2

∫

d4x

{√
−g

[(

R− 3

32g2
gρσ∂ρφ∂σφ− V (

1

4
ln (−g))

)

− λe2φ
]

+ λ

}

+ Smatter

(

(−g)1/4gµν ,Ψ
)

.

(75)

We now consider perturbations of the metric gµν around the background metric, assumed to be

flat, as follows, gµν = ηµν + hµν . We thus find that

√
−gR ∼ −1

2
∂λhµν∂

λhµν + ∂λh
λ
µ∂νh

µν − ∂µh
µν∂νh+

1

2
∂λh∂

λh, (76)

where h is the trace of the tensor field hµν . Because of the flat background choice, we find

V (0) = V ′(0) = 0, and we may write down the potential V ∼ 1
2m

2h2. Thus, we can write down

the linearized action (75), and varying it with respect to hµν , we obtain the following equations:

∂λ∂
λhµν − ∂µ∂

λhλν − ∂ν∂
λhλµ + ∂µ∂νh+ ηµν∂

ρ∂σhρσ − 13

16
νµν∂λ∂

λh−m2ηµνh = Tµν −
1

4
ηµνT

(77)

where Tµν stands for the energy-momentum tensor of the matter fluids. Finally, by multiplying

Eq. (77) by ηµν , we get

0 = −5

4
∂λ∂

λh− 4m2h+ 2∂µ∂νhµν . (78)

In order to investigate Newton’s law, we consider a point source at the origin and we look for

a static solution of (78). In the case of unimodular F (R) gravity, there exist only three gauge

degrees of freedom, due to the unimodular constraint (1). By imposing, correspondingly, three

gauge conditions, ∂ihij = 0, Eq. (78) reduces to

−5

4
∂k∂

kh− 4m2h = 0, (79)
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and under a proper boundary condition, we obtain h = 0. By using the three gauge conditions

and the equation h = 0, we can rewrite the components (0, 0), (i, j) and (0, i) as

∂i∂
ih00 =

3

4
Mδ(r), ∂k∂

khij =
1

4
Mδ(r), ∂j∂

jh0i − ∂i∂
khk0 = 0. (80)

Defining the Newtonian potential Φ by h00 = 2Φ, Eq. (80) gives the Poisson equation for the

Newtonian potential Φ, ∂i∂
i = 3k2

8 Mδ(r). Hence, by redefining the gravitational constant k as

3k2

4 −→ k2 = 8πG, we do obtain the standard Poisson equation for the Newtonian potential, which

solution is given by

Φ = −GM

r
. (81)

Thus, no correction to Newton’s gravity law arises.

C. Effective EOS for unimodular F (R)-gravity

Let us consider the FRW metric, so the equations of motion (11) and (12) can be rewritten as,

0 = −1

2
a−6 (F (R)− λ) +

(

3K̇ + 12K2
)

FR − 3K
dFR

dτ
+

1

2
a−6ρmatter , (82)

0 =
1

2
a−6 (F (R)− λ)−

(

6K2 + K̇
)

FR + 5K
dFR

dτ
+

d2FR

dτ2
+

1

2
a−6pmatter. (83)

For convenience, we write F (R) as the sum of the scalar curvature R and the part which expresses

the difference from the Einstein gravity case,

F (R) = R+ f(R). (84)

We can now express the effective energy density ρeff and also the effective pressure peff ,

including the contribution from f(R) gravity, as follows

ρeff = −1

2
a−6 (f(R)− λ) +

(

3K̇ + 12K2
)

fR − 3K
dfR
dτ

+
1

2
a−6ρmatter (85)

peff =
1

2
a−6 (f(R)− λ)−

(

6K2 + K̇
)

fR + 5K
dfR
dτ

+
d2fR
dτ2

+
1

2
a−6pmatter (86)

which enables us to rewrite the equations (82) and (83) as in the Einsteinian case, namely

ρeff = 3K2, peff = −
(

2K̇ + 9K2
)

. (87)

Now, we can find ωeff = peff/ρeff and compare it to observational bounds.
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Let us consider the metric (24) with H1 = H2 = H0, and the F (R) given by (38) when F2 = 0.

By imposing F1 =
7
9 , we can rewrite the function (38) and its derivative with respect to R, as

F (R) = R+ F0 −
R2

108H2
0

= R+ f(R),

FR(R) = 1− R

54H2
0

= 1 + fR(R), (88)

with the following Lagrange multiplier

λ(τ) =
138H2

0

9
+

2C2

7H2
0τ

2
− 3C4

9604H6
0 τ

4
. (89)

Using Eq. (36), we can express f(R) and fR(R) as functions of τ , and finally write down peff and

ρeff , assuming pmatter = ρmatter = 0, as

peff = − C2

49H4
0τ

4
+

9C2

49H2
0 τ

2 + 12H2
0

162H2
0 τ

2
+

3C4

9604H6
0 τ

4 − 2C2

7H2
0τ

2 −

(

9C2

49H2
0τ2

+12H2
0

)2

108H2
0

+ F0 − 46H2
0

3

2H2
0τ

2

ρeff = −
9C2

49H2
0 τ

2 + 12H2
0

162H2
0 τ

2
−

3C4

9604H6
0 τ

4 − 2C2

7H2
0 τ

2 −

(

9C2

49H2
0 τ2

+12H2
0

)2

108H2
0

+ F0 − 46H2
0

3

2H2
0τ

2
(90)

And, finally, by taking into account the limit of ωeff =
peff
ρeff

as τ −→ ∞, it can be shown that

lim
τ−→∞

ωeff = −1. (91)

Hence, we have proven that such an anisotropic universe, in the course of isotropization, tends to

realize the DE era.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE PERSPECTIVES

This paper has been devoted to the study of the extension of unimodular Einsteinian gravity

in the context of F (R) gravity. Being more specific, we have applied the formalism of unimodular

F (R) gravity to describe a number of anisotropic evolution scenarios. In unimodular general

relativity the determinant of the metric is constrained to be a fixed number or a function. It

turns out, however, that the metric of a generic anisotropic universe is not compatible with this

unimodular constraint, and thus we have been compelled to redefine the metric while taking into

account the constraint properly. We have imposed the unimodular constraint to F (R) gravity in

the Jordan frame, by means of a Lagrangian multiplier, and derived the corresponding equations

of motion. The resulting equations, being the result of the reconstruction method, allow us to
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determine which ones of the possible functions of the Ricci scalar are able to realize the desired

evolution.

By choosing several characteristic examples, we have shown explicitly how the reconstruction

method works. The cosmological evolutions obtained in this way may prove to be important both

for the pre-inflationary scenario and also for the late-time evolution of the universe. Indeed, we have

considered, in particular, the specific de Sitter space-time realized in the context of unimodular

F (R) gravity, which can be suitable to describe both the early- and the late-time epochs of the

universe history.

We have also stressed the potential value of using unimodular F (R)-gravity for defining a new

effective equation of state, and explicitly compared the corrections it induces to Newton’s law with

the corresponding ones in standard F (R)-gravity. We have shown that, while the corrections to

Newton’s law are in the standard F (R)-gravity case too big in some situations, and the model does

not reproduce the correct dynamics in the Solar System, it turns out that, on the contrary, one

can avoid this situation in the case of unimodular F (R) gravity. For models in the framework of

the unimodular F (R) theory, we are actually able to reproduce the observed dynamics of the Solar

System, in the limit of low curvature.

A quite natural extension of this work will consist in the investigation of the specific effect of

the anisotropies on the inflationary paradigm, in particular, under the form of noticeable changes

in the Hubble slow-roll parameters. This will be reported elsewhere.
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[22] C. Barceló, R. Carballo-Rubio and L. J. Garay, Annals Phys. 398 (2018), 9-23

doi:10.1016/j.aop.2018.08.016 [arXiv:1406.7713 [gr-qc]].
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